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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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1- It promotes the use intention of intelligent elderly care service through digital trust. 
2- It suggests the strengthening the digital knowledge and skills of the elderly people. 
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